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SANTHANAM —CAUT 


NOICe 


TO GO TO SUPERIOR COURT 


Case to he judged by competent authority 


The facts in the case of Dr. Srinvasa Santhanam are simple and clear, 
according to the documents produced by Loyola in Montreal’s Superior Court 
on January 19, 1970. Loyola states its case in these plain terms: 


Academic Years 1963-64 and 1964-65 


Professor Santhanam accepted a two-year contract as assistant professor 
of physics in Loyola’s Faculty of Science. | 

His performance as a teacher during this period was questioned at Loy- 
ola’s Committee on Appointments, Rank and Tenure (CART); (see Exhibit P 
1); : 


Academic Year 1965-66 


Instead of receiving a three-year contract, Professor Santhanam was of. 
fered a one-year contract only. This served as a caution that his future at Loyola 
was uncertain. He expressed his disappointment, but accepted the one year 
contract; (see Exhibit P-2); 


Academic Year 1966-67 


Professor Santhanam was offered another one-year contract only. 


He appealed to Loyola’s CART, requesting both a promotion and a 
three-year contract. Neither request wasgranted. So Professor Santhanam signed 
the one-year contract as offered. (See Report from Dr. A.G. Hooper, Chairman 
of CART, April 18, 1967, Exhibit P-3); 


Academic Year 1967-68 


For the Academic year 1967-68, Professor Santhanam received and 
signed a contract for one year only expiring July 31, 1968. (See Exhibit P-4): 


On December 5, 1967, more than seven months before the expiry of his 
one-year contract, Professor Santhanam was notified that Loyola after consul- 
tation with CART, did not plan to offer him a further contract after July 31, 
1968. (See Exhibit P-5); 


On December 15th, 1967, Professor Santhanam wrote at length to the 
Dean of his Faculty of Science explaining that he hoped to finish his research 
projects “within a year’, that “it would be extremely tragic” for him as a sci- 
entist if he had to leave, and earnestly requesting reconsideration, with the plea 
for a grant of a “contract for another year (1968-69)”. (See Exhibit P-6). He sent 
a copy of this letter to the Chairman of his Department of Physics; 


On December 17th, 1967, Professor Santhanam also wrote to the Chair- 
man of his Department of Physics seeking a further contract. In this letter he 
stated plainly: 


“Under normal circumstances I would have left this year without both 
ering you or anybody else. But in the interest of my scientific work I 
would like to stay here for another year to complete most important pro- 
jects I have already begun successfully.”’ 


“I can assure you that I have no intention of staying here after July 
1969.’’ (See Exhibit P-7) 


He sent a copy of this letter to the Dean of Science. 
Then on January 3rd, 1968, the Physics Chairman sent his comments on 
Santhanam’s compassionate plea to the Dean of Science. They read in part: 
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CART SAID “NO” 
TO SANTHANAM 


four separate times 


Loyola’s Committee on Appointments, 
Rank and Tenure (CART) considered the 
Santhanam case on four separate occasions. 
Here is what they found: 


THE FIRST TIME 

CART’s records for 1964 show that the 
Chariman of the Physics Department re- 
ported that Dr. S. Santhanam “‘has had a 
very disturbing influence on staff and stu- 
dents. The Chairman questioned the wisdom 
and necessity of informing him now that he 
will not be hired after the year 1965-66.” (Ex- 
hibit P-1). 


THE SECOND TIME 

CART’s report dated April 18, 1967, 
from Dr. A.G. Hooper, it’s Chairman 
reads: | 

““At our last meeting we considered 
further appeals and agreed to make the fok 
lowing recommendations: 

Dr. Santhanam: requested promotion 
and a three-year contract. CART accepted 
Dr. Eappen’s recommendation that ‘no 
change be made in the contract offered.”’ 

(Exhibit P-3) 


THE THIRD TIME 
CART’s report dated February 7, 1968, 
from Dr. A.G. Hooper, it’s Chariman, stated 
“Dr. S. Santhanam has requested that 
he be granted a terminal contract for 
1968-69 to enable him to complete re 
search now in progress. Dr. Eappen and 
Fr. Graham supported this request in 
these circumstances. C.A.R.T. agreed to 
recommend a contract for one final 

year.”’ 

(Exhibit P-9) 
THE FOURTH AND FINAL TIME 
CART’s lengthy report dated April 
23, 1969, from Dr. Geoffrey Adams, 


CART’s Acting Chariman, stated in 
part: 

*‘At its April 15th meeting CART 
very thoroughly reviewed the appeal 
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par ally I am not opposed to his request (renewal of contract for just 
one year and no more) being granted.”’ 

“*My reasons are as follows: 

**!. Dr. Santhanam has stated in unambiguous terms that he would volun 
tarily leave the Collegeon August Ist, 1969’’ (See Exhibit P-8). 


On January 31st, 1968, the Dean of Science wrote to the Chairman of 
CART stating: 
‘‘T should like to support the appeal on the following condition: that the 
termination of Dr. Santhanam’s conract be made definite and final for 
the end of June 1969 and that Dr. Santhanam should agree to this in 
writing.’’ (See Exhibit P-8). 


On February 5, 1968, the members of CART considered Professor San- 
thanam’s appeal for a “terminal contract” for 1968-69. CART noted the condi- 
tional support of his Departmental Chairman, Dr. Eappen, and the Dean of 
Science, Fr. Graham, who lent their approval on the strength of Professor San- 
thanam’s written undertaking that he would leave at the end of July 1969. So on 
that basis ‘CART agreed to recomend a contract for one final year.” (See 
Exhibit P-9). 

Loyola’s President conveyed this information to Professor Santhanam 
and confirmed it with a short, informal memorandum to him on March 26, 1968 
with copies to Dr. Hooper, Dr. Eappen and Fr. Graham. (See Exhibit P10); 


Academic Year 1968-69 


Professor Santhanam signed his final contract with Loyola for the year 
expiring July 31, 1969. (See Exhibit P-11). He returned it with a letter of April 
21, 1968, recognizing the special situation, and expressing his profound thanks. 
(See Exhibit P-12): 


On December 12, 1968, more than seven months before the expiry of his 
final contract, Loyola’s President confirmed for the written record that Loyola 
did not plan to offer Professor Santhanam a teaching position in the coming 
academic year 1969-70, and thanked him for his services. (See Exhibit P-12). 
Copies of this formal notice were sent to CART and all concerned. 


But on APRIL *7, 1969, Dr. Santhanam again appealed to CART and 
argued that his statement “I can assure you I have no intention of staying here 
after July 1969” did “‘not constitute a legally valid resignation’. The six mem- 
bers of CART rejected this and were unanimous in their view “‘that the De 
cember 1967 statement did in fact constitute an effective indication of intent to 
resign’. 

As to his appeal that he be granted a further contract beyond July 31, 
1969, the majority of CART voted (42) ‘‘to recommend that the College abide by 
its earlier decision not to offer Dr. Santhanam a contract beyond the current 
one’’. (See Report from Dr. Georffrey Adams, Acting Chairman of CART. April 
23, 1969, Exhibit P-14: 
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made to it by Dr. Santhanam of the 
Physics Department. 

‘‘During the course of the meeting, 
CART listened to presentations from Dr. 
Santhanam, Dr. Eappen and Fr. Gra- 
ham. The following points were in our 
view, central to the whole issue: 

““1) The Chairman and Dean mair 
tained that Dr. Santhanam’s letter of 
December 17th, 1967 to his chairman, in 
which he stated ‘‘I can assure you I have 
no intenton of staying here after July 
1969’’, constituted a clear and categori- 
cal willingness to leave Loyola as of the 
end of this academic year. Dr. San- 
thanam maintained that this statement 
would not constitute a legally valid 
resignation... CART was unanimous in 
its view that the December 1967 state 
ment did in fact constitute an effective 
indication of intent to resign. 

“*2) There had been no question in 
the mind of any of those involved in deci- 


sions affecting Dr. Santhanam about the 
seriousness of his scholarly and research 
capacity; CART agreed that this was not 
an issue. 


‘*3) Dr. Santhanam’s teaching ca- 
pacities had been under question over the 
years. There was general agreement, 
supported by the Chairman, the Dean, 
and student evaluation of this vear’s 
courses, that Dr. Santhanam has im- 
proved as a teacher this vear. Some 
CART members, however, felt that this 
improvement was less than radical and 
that Dr. Santhanam’s value as a teacher 
had not yet been firmly established. 


4) The central issue in the later part 
of our discussion was the question of Dr. 
Santhanam’s performance within the 
context of the department and his rela- 
tionship to his colleagues. It had come to 
the attention of CART over the past few 
years that Dr. Santhanam has not easily 
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Loyola’s President informed Professor Santhanam that his appeal to 
CART had failed, and confirmed that Loyola maintained its earlier decision not 
to offer him a further contract beyond July 31, 1969. (See Exhibit P-15 dated 
May 1, 1969): 


In his reply, Professor Santhanam seemed to accept. Then the President 
offered to help him continue his research at Université de Montréal. (See Ex- 
hibit P-16). 


That constitutes Professor Santhanam’s record of appointments at Loy 
ola. : 


’ CAUT’S Activities 


About June 25, 1969, Professor Santhanam appealed to the Canadian 
Association of University Teachers (CAUT) to represent and assist him in his 
claim that Loyola ought to offer him a further contract and rehire him beyond 
July 31, 1969. 


CAUT agreed to act as his agent, and has worked in various ways over the 
past seven months in the interests of Professor Santhanam; , 


CAUT acted as a partisan advocate and set up a committee for Professor 
Santhanam. Whatever be the source or the cause, all this culminated in 
widespread and mounting publicity to the effect that the Respondent, Cana- 
dian Association of University Teachers, or one of its Committees, was about to, 
or probably would recommend censure of Loyola College because of its denial or 
violation of the alleged rights of Professor Santhanam; 


Over the same seven months, the academic and administrative life of 
Loyola College has been disrupted and damaged by (among other incidents) 
organized protests, confrontations, slow-downs, sit-ins and a strike by some 
students and faculty members who have asserted that Loyola College has de 
nied or violated the alleged rights of Professor Santhanam and that “‘censure”’ of 
Loyola by the Canadian Association of University Teachers is reported to be 
imminent; 


_ LOYOLA’S POSITION 


Loyola College maintains that Professor Santhanam, has no right to be 
rehired by Loyola in any position for the Academic year 1969-70, and that any 
and all contracts between Loyola and Professor Santhanam were terminated 
on July 31, 1969; 


WHAT THE SUPERIOR COURT IS ASKED TO DECIDE 


It is in the interests of justice, Loyola says, that the rights (if any) of 
Professor Santhanam, and the obligations (if any) of Loyola College, which they 
may have or allege to have under any of the said contracts or any other written 
instrument, be determined immedately, for the solution of a genuine problem; 


Loyola College asked for a declaratory judgment on the matter in dis- 
pute, based on all the documents produced. 


Loyola’s formal motion for judgment, which was served on CAUT and 
Professor Santhanam, on Friday, January 30, asks the Court to declare that 
Srinvasa Santhanam, had no right to be rehired by Loyola College in any posi- 
tion for the Academic year beginning August 1, 1969, and that any and all con- 
tracts between Loyola and Srinvasa Santhanam were completely terminated 
on July 31, 1969; 


The hearing will take place in Room 31 of the Court House, at 10a.m., 
Monday, February 16, 1970. Such a declaratory judgment is subject to appeal. 


STATEMENTS 
SANTHANAM | 
MADA AND SIGNED 


February 26, 1965. 
Dear Father President, . 

I am enclosing herewith my contract for 
1965-66 duly signed... I expected that in 1965 I 


would at least- get the normal contract for a fur 


ther period of three years. I therefore hope that 

you would kindly excuse me if I expressed my 
disappointment with this year’s contract. 

Yours sincerely, 

(sgd) S. Santhanam 

Department of Physics 

(Exhibit P-2) 


December 15, 1967 
Dear Father Graham, 

I was surprised to receive the letter of 5th 
December from Father President informing me 
that Loyola does not intend to renew my present 
contract. This was all the more unexpected and 
painful because during all these years I have 
been treated most sympathetically by the author 
ities of the College... 

It would be extremely tragic for me as a scé 
entist if I have to leave this laboratory at this 
stage without completing the following projects. 

I hope to finish these projects within a 
year... 

It is needless for me to emphasize that I shall 
continue to serve Loyola College both as a 
teacher and as a research physicist to the best of 
my ability as long as I stay here. I trust you will 
now appreciate the reasons for my anxiety to stay 
here for another year. I shall be grateful to you 
and to the higher authorities if this favor is 
granted to me. 

Yours sincerely 
S. Santhanam 
(Exhibit P-6) 


17th, December, 1967 
Dear Dr. Eappen, 

I am enclosing: herewith a copy of the letter - 
which I wrote to Father Graham. As you are 
aware Father Graham was very sympathetic to 
me and I think you can help me substantially 
both as the chairman of the department and as a 
nuclear physicist. I hope you would agree with 
me about the tragic consequences for me as a sc# 
entist if I have to leave after four years of my 
hard work just at the moment when I am ready to 
reap the harvest. Under normal circumstances I 
would have left this year without bothering you 
or any body else. But in the interest of my scien 
tific work I would like to stay here for another 
year to complete the most important projects I 
have already begun successfully. I can assure 
you that I have no intention of staying here after 
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July 1969. May I therefore request you to plead 
on my behalf to the higher authorities for a re 


consideration of my case in the light of these cir 


cumstances? : 
: Yours sincerely, 


S. Santhanam. 
(Exhibit P-17) 


April 21st, 1968 
Dear Father President, 

I am enclosing signed copies of my contract 
and I wish to thank you profoundly for your 
memorandum of 26th March. 

It is with deep feeling that I wish to acknow- 
ledge your unfailing kindness and understanding 
in renewing my contract under difficult circum- 
stances. 

Yours sincerely, 
S. Santhanam. 


(Exhibit P-12) | 


May 29th, 1969 
Dear Father President, 

My research projects will be continued at the 
University of Montreal in the Nuclear Physics 
Laboratory with the kind permission of its direc 

tor, Professor R.J.A. Levesque... 
. May I thank you, sir, for your unfailing en 
couragement during my stay at Loyola; in partic 
ular for this your generous gesture, which will 
enable me to continue my research work into the 


future. Yours sincerely, 


Prof. S. Santhanam, 
Physics Department. 
(Exhibit P-16) 


CART SAID ‘‘NO”’... 

FROM PAGE 2 
accepted departmental policy as put be 
fore him by his Chairman or earlier 
chairman, Father McPhee, S.J. He 
would seem to have enjoyed a rather 
privileged position in terms of course 
load and research assistance. Dr. San- 
thanam brought to our attention a state 
ment of March 19th submitted by five of 
his colleagues and his own research as 
sistant indicating respect for his ‘‘aca- 
demic competence as a teacher and 
scientist’’, and expressing the feeling 
that ‘‘he should remain in the Depart- 
ment’’. Despite this expression of sup- 
port, CART felt that the serious com- 
ments concerning Dr. Santhanam’s fail 
ure to perform as a responsible colleague 
over the years constitute a serious 
charge which CART must take into ac 
count. 

‘‘A majority of CART (Fr. O’ Keefe, 
Profs. Blanar, Hanrahan and Nogrady) 
voted to recommend that the College 
abide by its earlier decision not to offer 
Dr. Santhanam a contract beyond the 
current one. Drs. Adams and Habib felt 
that the evidence of improvement this 
year in two critical areas: teaching effec 
tiveness and relationship to his cok 
leagues, warranted a review of the case. 
Dr. Habib noted in addition that the cur- 
rent contract, in the purely legal sense, 
would seem to render null and void Dr. 
Santhanam’s letter of December 17, 


1967.” (Exhibit P-14) 


DOCUMENTS AVAILABLE 


FOR INSPECTION 


Copies of the proceedings and 
exhibits in case No. 16334, Loyola 
College, and Srinvasa Santhanam 
and the Canadian Association of 
University Teachers, are available 
for inspection at Reserve Desk of the 
Vanier Library. 

A copy has also been placed 
with the Loyola News. 


THE SOURCES 
OF THIS ISSUE 


This issue of THE FREE VOICE is 
based exclusively on the documents 
and exhibits produced in the public 
record of case No. 16334, Superior 
Court, Montreal. ? 

Since many professors, in view 
of the impending CAUT censure, 
have expressed a desire to be in- 
formed of the facts and to see the 
documents in the case, THE FREE 
VOICE is performing this service 
with this issue. 


